all dysenteric hepatic abscesses must be due to micro-organisuas absorbed from the intestine, and that the post-viortern condition of the radicles of the portal veiu leading away from the ulcerated parts of the gut must be similar to that seen in the radicles of the veins leading away from a wound in other parts which wound has been a focus of pyasmia In short, that it must be pyasmic in the most limited sense of the term if it be a true dysenteric abscess. Surgeon-Captain Younge and the abovenamed authorities with whom he agrees, is the excretion of carbohydrates. They all hold that these are the two great organs in the body which excrete carbohydrates, aud that this vicarious function assumed by the liver in addition to its own share amounts to overaction in the first instance to be followed by exhaustion in the second.
With due respect for the authorities quoted I submit that, while the facts of their observations may be true as regards the comparative lightness of hot air, the comparative fewness of respirations in the tropics, and the comparatively small quantity of C02 eliminated by the lungs in consequence in the tropics, that the association of this premiss with the other, viz., that the lungs and the liver are the two great organs in the body whose function is the elimination of carbohydrates, is only too ludicrous (the liver assuming vicariously the function of the lung). The argument has no more cogency, and the conclusion drawn is no more materially true than that in the classical instance where Henry V is compared with Alexander the Great.
To argue the question, I admit the first premiss, while I dispute the material truth of the second, viz., that next to the lungs the. liver is the chief organ in the body concerned in the elimination of carbohydrates, and that what the lungs cease to perform the liver assumes vicariously.
The inference is that this extra duty amounts to overwork in the first instance to be followed by exhaustion in the second. If the second premiss were true, the conclusion might be true, but as the second premiss is, I assert, materially false, the conclusion must be likewise vitiated. 
